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MICRC
10/28/21 9:00 am Meeting
Captioned by Q&A Reporting, Inc., www.gacaptions.com

>> CHAIR SZETELA: As Chair of the Michigan, | call the meeting of the Michigan
Independent Citizens Redistricting Commission to order at 9:12 a.m.
This Zoom webinar is being live streamed on YouTube on the Michigan Independent
Citizens Redistricting Commission YouTube channel.
For anyone in the public watching who would prefer to watch via a different platform
than they are currently using, please visit our social media at Redistricting MI.
Our live stream today includes closed captioning.
Closed captioning, ASL interpretation, and Spanish, Arabic, and Bengali translation
services will be provided for effective participation in the meeting. Please E-mail us at
Redistricting@Michigan.Gov for additional viewing options or details on accessing
language translation services for this meeting.
People with disabilities needing other specific accommodations should also contact
Redistricting@Michigan.gov.
This meeting is also being recorded and will be available at www.Michigan.gov/MICRC
for viewing at a later date, and this meeting also is being transcribed and those closed
captioned transcriptions will be made available and posted on Michigan.gov/MICRC
along with the written public comment submissions.
There is also a public comment portal that may be accessed by visiting
Michigan.gov/MICRC.
This portal can be utilized to post maps and comments which can be viewed by both the
Commission and the public.
Members of the media who may have questions before, during, or after the meeting
should direct those questions to Edward Woods Ill, Communications and Outreach
Director for the Commission at WoodsE3@Michigan.gov or 517-331-6309.
For the purposes of the public watching and for the public record I will turn to the
Department of State staff to take note of the Commissioners present.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Good morning, Commissioners.
Please say present when | call your name. If you are attending today’s meeting
remotely, please disclose during roll call that you are attending remotely as well as your
physical location.
| will start with Doug Clark.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: Present.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Juanita Curry?

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Anthony Eid?

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Brittini Kellom?

>> CHAIR KELLOM: Present and attending from Wayne County.
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>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Rhonda Lange?

>> COMMISSIONER LANGE: Present and attending remotely from Reed City,
Michigan.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Steve Lett?

>> COMMISSIONER LETT: Present.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Cynthia Orton?

>> COMMISSIONER ORTON: Present.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: MC Rothhorn?

>> VICE COMMISSIONER ROTHHORN: Present.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Rebecca Szetela?

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Present.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Janice Vallette?

>> COMMISSIONER VALLETTE: Present.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Erin Wagner?

>> COMMISSIONER WAGNER: Present and attending remotely from Eaton County,
Michigan.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Richard Weiss?

>> COMMISSIONER WEISS: Present.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Dustin Witjes?

>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: Present.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: 11 Commissioners are present and there is a quorum.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you, Ms. Reinhardt.
As a reminder to the public watching, you can view the agenda at
www.Michigan.gov/MICRC. | will now entertain a motion to approve the meeting
agenda.

>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: So moved.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Motion made by Commissioner Witjes.

>> COMMISSIONER LETT: Second.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Seconded by Commissioner Lett.
Is there any debate or discussion on the motion? Hearing none, it is moved and
seconded that we adopt the meeting agenda.
All in favor raise your hand and say “Aye.”

>> Aye. [ in unison]

>> CHAIR SZETELA: All opposed raise your hand and say “Nay.”
The ayes prevail the motion is adopted.
Without objection, we will now begin the public comment pertaining to agenda topics
portion of our meeting.
Hearing no objection, we will now proceed with public comment pertaining to agenda
topics.
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Individuals who have signed up and indicated that they would like to provide in-person
public commentary to the Commission with now be allowed to do so.
Please step to the microphone when | call your number.
You will have one minute to address the Commission.
Please conclude your remarks when you hear the timer.
So first in line to provide public comment is number one and you are now invited to
address the Commission.
First in line to provide Public Comment is number one and you are now invited to
address the Commission.

>> MR. CHRIS ANDREWS: Good morning. I'm Chris Andrews from Haslett.
Last week residents from the Lansing Region asked you to unpack Democrats to fix
unfair House districts.
Part of the solution is to divide Ingham County’s largest communities and connect them
with the northern portion, the northern portion with Clinton County and the south side
with other Ingham Counties.
My map, O-6677, does that.
Partisan fairness is a constitutionally more important, uh, item than county or city
boundaries.
| live in Haslett in Ingham County.
Less than a mile in the Bath Township in Clinton.
| shop at the Bath Township Myer.
| can't even tell you where one county begins and the other ends.
Dewitt Township to the west is another growing Lansing suburb in Ingham County.
There has been an effort to create a divide between urban and rural so that Democrats
are packed and it creates an unfair advantage.
Please don't let that happen.
Thank you.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission.
That concludes our in-person comment and we are now going to move to remote Public
Comment.
Individuals who signed up and have indicated they would like to provide live remote
public commentary will now be allowed to do so.

| will call your name and our staff will unmute you.

If you are on a computer, you will be prompted by the Zoom app to unmute your
microphone and speak.

If you are on the phone, a voice will say the host would like you to speak and prompt
you to press star six to unmute.
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| will call on you by your name.

Also, please note that if you experience technical or audio issues or if we do not hear
from you for 3-5 seconds, we will move on to the next person in line and then return to
you after they are done speaking.

If your audio still does not work, you can e-mail us at Redistricting@Michigan.gov and
we will help you troubleshoot so that you can participate during the Public Comment
period or at a later hearing or meeting.

You will have one minute to address the Commission.
Please conclude your remarks when you hear the timer.
First in line to provide Public Comment is Susan Smith.
>> MS. SUSAN SMITH: Good morning, Commissioners.
I'm Susan Smith, Vice President, League of Women Voters of Michigan.
The League of Women Voters supports the Promote the Vote redistricting maps
because they adhere to the Michigan Constitution's redistricting criteria and the partisan
gerrymandering and ensure fair maps for the next decade.
As you make adjustments to your House maps, we encourage the Commission to look
at Promote the Vote House map P-6784.
This map creates 20 VRA districts where there are enough Black voters to elect a
candidate of their choice. Also P6784 creates our scores better than any of the
Commission's current plans on the measures of partisan fairness used by the
Commission.
Thank you for this opportunity to address the Commission.
>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission.
Next in line is Gerald Lang.
>> GERALD LANG: Good morning, everyone.
Thank you for the opportunity to speak.
Can you hear me good? I'm going to start my video now.
Anyone hear me?
>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yes, we can hear you.
>> MR. GERALD LANG: Okay. Great. Thank you very much.
My name is Gerald Lang
| live in Lake Orion, Michigan.
| thank everyone for the opportunity to speak.
| have some suggestions and recommendations and one would be for my neighbors in
Rochester and Rochester Hills.
They should be put together for equal District representation.
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| believe that that, that goes along with the way their demographics are over there of
voters.
And | think Oakland Township kind of tips the scales and should not be included with
Rochester and Rochester Hills.
Also District 16 with Troy, Clawson, and Western Sterling Heights from Van Dyke West,
| believe that's a great opportunity there for fairness.
And once again, without trying to make Oakland Township its own little island there, |
don't believe that Oakland Township, it should be included with them as well.
Some concerns that | have and | have heard of are, you know, the numerous amounts
of proposals that out there.
| mean, like, 25.
Also, the individual ---
[ Timer sounds ]

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission.
Anthony Skinnell.

>> MR. ANTHONY SKINNEL: Good morning, Commission.
I’'m interested in your Congressional map.
| think Detroit deserves a much more well thought out two-districts approach for its
federal representation.
Some of the only positive comments that | recall, having been received about your
Congressional Districts at the TCF hearing were about how they keep the southwest
Community of Interest intact.
Well as you see this configuration on the screen behind me, this would also leave the
southwest community in interest intact if you drew something like this and | think it
would get you better BVAP metrics and | also think it's just a better east/west split for
the city.
And | really hope you can go with something like this for Congress.
| think it's very much needed.
So Apple Birch Maple V-1-RAS have all identical, you know, configuration.
It's a copy/paste job and Juniper, it's nearly identical and VR1L the only Congressional
map with a different configuration for Congress.
[ Timer sounds ]

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission.
Kermit Williams.

>> MR. KERMIT WILLIAMS: Good morning, Commission.
Can you hear me?

>> CHAIR SZETELA: We can.

>> MR. KERMIT WILLIAMS: Good morning, Commission.
Can you hear me?

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yes, we can.
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>> MR. KERMIT WILLIAMS: Thank you so much.

I'm Kermit Williams, City Council President from Pontiac.
| just want to commend the Commission on listening to us with the State Senate maps.
My only concern is in the state representative map.

We have Pontiac listed with some other people instead of Auburn Hills School District.
Also Auburn Hills is the largest contributor to that school district and should have
representation there.

We are on I-75 together which is a major corridor coming through.

| think the state representative district should be more like our state Senate map.
| know you guys have tough decisions to make but | think if you can look and make a
tweak to the state rep map and make it mirror the state Senate map, it will be very
helpful.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission.
Emily Clancy.

>> MS. EMILY CLANCY: Good morning, Commission.
Thank you all so much for listening to the public and for this opportunity.

I'm a current homeowner in Grandmont in Detroit but | grew up and Saint Claire County
and Macomb County.
| want to talk about all the state House maps.
| see that in each map version and you have separated the Grand Mouton, Rosedale
communities.

And North Rosedale Park/Rosedale Park, Grandmont, and Minock Park are all different
neighborhoods but operate as one community, and I'm asking you to keep all of the
Grand Mouton Rosedale communities together.

We have a community development corporation that provides a number of programs
directly to the residents and It is really important that we stay together.

| also want to speak on the State Senate map.

In each of your maps District 7 brings together Harper Woods with DeFrost Point and
St. Claire Shores and even parts of Detroit in the Cherry map and extends all the way to
Baltimore.
| think that just stretches way too far to include New Baltimore. New Baltimore residents
do not have shared interests with Wayne County residents.

As someone who grew up there, | can testify.
[ Time]
>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission.
Next in line is Percy Johnson.
>> MR. PERCY JOHNSON: Can you hear me?
>> MR. PERCY JOHNSON: Okay.
Great.
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| live in Troy.
And I'm hoping that for District 16: Rochester Hills, Troy, Western Sterling Heights,
please keep Troy whole, including all of Clawson, west of Van Dyke and I’'m hoping that
you don’t include Oakland Township at all in the map.
And then I'm also hearing a lot of support from our listeners, where they're supporting
the AFL-CIO now and the Promote the Vote map.
So is that — Can, can you give me a reason why you possibly would not want to choose
those maps? And. and when can | possibly get an answer on that?

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission.
Robert Dendoffer.

>> MR. ROBERT DENDOFFER: Hello, can you hear me?

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yes, we can.

>> MR. ROBERT DENDOFFER: Hey, um, so, what -- | guess two things.
First, | appreciate while you guys went into Closed Session to discuss the legal
memorandum yesterday, I'd request in the interest of transparency that you all release
one or both of the memoranda that you were discussing.
And | ask this because so far everyone in the public has known why, if they’ve paid
attention to the meetings, they've known why you're drawing Districts in a particular
way.
And if there are any changes or no changes, | think the public would like the window
into the thinking and | make that request.
Second, while I've got 15 seconds left, | ask that you prioritize the testimony of the
residents of the areas that are still living there as opposed to residents — uh, former
residents.
And I'm talking about the Lake Sinclair area.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you for addressing the Commission.
That concludes Public Comment for this meeting.
We appreciate everyone who provides Public Comment and we encourage people to
continue to share their thoughts, proposed maps and communities of interest in
whatever way they choose to do so.
At this point we're going to move to unfinished agenda item carried over from
yesterday's agenda.
Without objection the Commission will begin deliberations.
The Mapping Process and Procedures states the following steps.
First, we are supposed to determine the number of proposed maps for each District type
that should be posted for Public Comment during the 45-day Public Comment period
and then we will review proposed maps.
We are supposed to start with the State Senate maps and then move to the house
maps and then move to the congressional maps per our process document.
Okay.
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Um, we can take personal notes on our preference for maps and obviously, those are
public record and they need to be turned over to counsel to be retained for foyer
purposes.
| believe it is -- so we choose our most preferred maps by vote for each draft map, the
number preferred map selected by each Commissioner will be equal -- if we have seven
and we've agreed we're only going to advance two, then each Commissioner has to
pick two and the votes are tallied by the secretary and the maps receiving the greatest
vote will proceed with further deliberations and adjustments.
Once we decide what maps we're advancing we're then going to make changes.
So | think | probably said that incorrectly the first time.
We're going to pick the number of maps, redrew the draft proposed maps, decide the
ones we're advancing and then make changes to the ones we're advancing.
Commissioner Orton.

>> COMMISSIONER ORTON: | didn't think that type of voting was happening now? |
thought that was the second option if we don't come up with an option by just voting.
Like, I didn't know that we each choose our two that we want to go forward and then the
one with the most votes goes forward.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: That's what we have in our process document and we can
change it if that's not what we want to do.
Our process document says determine the numbers maps, review the proposed maps
and select those to advance and make changes.
If we have 20 total, two Congressional, two Senate, two house we're going inform
deliberate and decide what maps to move forward with and make changes to those
maps.
That's that our document process says.
Commissioner Clark?

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | would like to get EDS's point of view on whether
that's the best way to proceed at this point or whether there's other alternatives in front
of us.
So if | can the go ahead John's opinion, | would appreciate that and one other question.

>> MR. JOHN MORGAN: At this point, let's use the State Senate as an example.
You have six carried forward and you would consider reviewing all six of those and |
believe Commissioner Clark's question would be what would be a good process of
reviewing all six of those and it sounds like your document contemplates eliminating
maps first before you go forward and | don't know if you want to really eliminate
something until you understand what they are.
So | would suggest maybe focusing a little bit more on the review of all the maps first
before you just eliminate things.
Because | don't think -- unless you have a really good understanding of what the
differences are in these maps, then | think you'll have a hard time just tossing one map
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or two maps and then also I think there's some flexibility with the number of maps to
take forward.
If you have six Senate plans you might say we're going to advance six for further
analysis or you can say we're going to advance three and that number seems to be
something you can set at your discretion.
So | suggest putting the review up front as much as possible so you understand the
differences and look at combining things that are similar.
Maybe you can eliminate a map by saying these maps are really similar and there's only
a difference in two differences and maybe effectively you combine two maps into one.
That's what you're talking about maybe changes to the maps so in the process of
eliminating you can do it by consolidating rather than eliminating.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Go ahead Commissioner Clark.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | agree with John.
| don't want to reject something because every map has good ideas in it so taking the
good ideas and consolidating them into one master and then we should select the
master | think would be a better approach toward that rather than eliminate something
and then all of a sudden, it's gone for good.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: | think that's what the process anticipates.
Number one, determine the number of proposed maps.
We could flip that around.
Process is: review all drafted proposed maps.

>> Did you say, “as presented”?
Chairperson and Vice Chair, will did you say facilitation and collaborate maps and then
after that we narrow down the maps?

>> CHAIR SZETELA: | don't think we're picking a number and randomly slicing things
off.
| think the thought process is we're going to look at the maps and narrow down with
what we want to move forward are.
Otherwise we have six to be tinkering with that is inefficient.
Go ahead, Ms. Reinhardt.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Thank you, Madame Chair.
| want to add the process laid out also contemplates that you would have gone through
debriefing sessions and what potential edits may be made to those maps so it may be
beneficial for the Commission to read through the process documents debriefing
session that would have occurred during your Public Hearings prior to deliberations.
Thank you.

>> MS. JULIANNE PASTULA: Madame Chair that's on page 13.
Thank you, Ms. Reinhardt.
That is what | was going to be pointing out.
Debriefing -- not taking place.
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>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Clark.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: The second point | was going to make is | think the
first step we need to make is go back and take a look at the five hearings we just had
and identify what strategy we want to use for each.
For example, we'll use Flint for the example.
Do we want to make Flint whole or not? Decide as a group.
Do we want Midland together or with the five cities.
Identify but not touch the maps.
When we touch the maps, we know what direction we're headed in.
Five Public Hearings and develop a strategy based on what was heard and move
forward.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: We have to do that on a map by map basis -- Flint is not a --
different comments don't apply to every map.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: Correct what I'm suggesting is we don't do it on a map
by map basis.
This is the strategic direction we want to go in flint.
We want to consolidate flint or we don't want to consolidate flint and keep it two
Districts.
When we're adjusting maps, we're not doing it two ways.
Mr. Morgan and Mr. Eid.

>> MR. JOHN MORGAN: | didn't have anything.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: I'm sorry.
Mr. Rothhorn.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: So | wonder if we're -- | think we can do it all.
| feel like we can do it together.
It feels like instead of elimination we're talking about consolidation.

>> CHAIR KELLOM: MC are you speaking into the mic.
Sorry to interrupt you.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: I'm not.
Sorry about that.
| think what we're wrestling with is where to start.
| think Mr. Morgan is suggesting we have maps we can try to consolidate and using
Commissioner Clark's -- which part of the maps we like that addresses Commissioner
Szetela and Orton were addressing -- understanding the ideas on each map and
bringing in each Commissioner's memories and thoughts about what was happening at
the public hearing.
What have we heard but on a map by map basis and moving forward in what feels like a
systemic way.
Move towards one map and | feel like if we can start with either Congressional or
Senate because | feel like those at maps we do have, isn't that right Mr. Morgan?
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>> MR. JOHN MORGAN: Yes.
I've done a little extra work on the Senate and | can show you and if you would like the
direction of those options, we can have a Member of our team leapfrog and do other
ones while I'm working with you on the Senate to prepare them for discussion tomorrow
and next week.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: | think we want to use our timed to and tomorrow -- we
might get stuck tomorrow.
| feel like if we can try something -- using everything everyone said.
We will eliminate maps by simply consolidating them and we will discuss about what we
each have heard at the Public Hearings as each map or pieces of a map is considered
so it feels like we could move forward with it and that's kind of what I'm -- yeah.
That's what I'm hearing.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Eid.

>> COMMISSIONER EID: | agree.
| think it comes down to what order do we want to do things in so it's organized.
We didn't deliberate after each or sorry -- we didn't do the debriefing session after every
public hearing.
So do we want to do that first and go around and listen to what everyone heard and
then bring up the maps or do we want to, like Commissioner Rothhorn said bring up the
maps first and do it that way.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Lange.

>> COMMISSIONER LANGE: I'm curious if the Commissioners will be able to
address why they drew specific Districts the way they did because | think that would be
beneficial for the Commission to know why they did things.
Not all of them have been reviewed prior to submission so | think it might be beneficial
to know.
Just my opinion.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Witjes.

>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: | was going to agree request Commissioner Eid here.
We didn't have any of the debriefing whatsoever and my understanding that was going
to be what we were going to be doing before we come back and reconvene.
| think we have to do that first and move forward from there.
We need to decompress what we heard at all the Public Hearings.
If we don’t, we're going to be throwing darts at a wall and going in circles and that's
where we need to start.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Mr. Morgan.

>> MR. JOHN MORGAN: Just to uplift comments here -- another thing to consider is
some of the Districts are exactly the same because they're drawn from the same
original plan.
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To Commissioner Lange's point, her plan might be very different but some of the other
plans are very similar.
If Commissioner Szetela drew a map it's based on another map and 80% of the Districts
are the same and she can say these are the ones that are different and we can look at
the map and see what they are and that's one thing.
Second thing just a tip, if the Districts are slightly different but the concepts are the
same.
You can say we have a north Grand Rapids seat and a south Grand Rapids seat and
the concept is the same, you can move forward without committing to an exact different
in that area.
If you understand the differences then you understand the plan.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Okay.
So it seems like there is interest in starting with a debrief because we never had a
debrief.
So do we want to go session by session? Just in general? We don't want to do Detroit
and what stood out from Detroit? Okay.
So | think it's clear we've had sort of discussions generally around Detroit, Flint, and
Ottawa County and those are the big three.
Do we want to start with Detroit and talk about observations and move on?

>> That's fine.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: Madame Chair would it be helpful for me to quickly
scribe the debriefing considerations to have in your mind while you're talking about this?

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Sure.

>> MS. SARAH REINHARDT: For debriefing commissions will discuss feedback and
themes from Public Hearings, considerations and suggested changes for COls,
additional COls, suggested changes and input from RPV and VRA line drawing
consultants.
If you like while you're making changes, | can document the changes and then we will
have a nice list for you all to examine.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Okay.
Thank you.
Ms. Reinhardt.
So how we want to proceed on Detroit? | think there are two easy ones that came up.
Banglatown.
Adding in the two precincts and we all received maps.
Palmer Park, wanting to include that in Ferndale and Oak Park and Huntington Woods
because of the LGBTQ community there.
Two simple small changes.
Any thoughts or comments on those? Commissioner Clark?

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | think there's a third.
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One individual talked about a street being split and that was an easy one.
| think that we could handle relatively easy.
It was in Detroit.
There was a street.

>> CHAIR KELLOM: It was the dexter Davis and | think it was Laughlin worth
Lynwood, does that sound right?

>> CHAIR KELLOM: I'm describing the area.
Lynwood is over there.
Yep.
Hold on one second.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | don't see any reason why we shouldn't take those
into account.
Those are neighborhood types of things that | think are appropriate at this point.
| think there's the bigger issue that we have to talk about.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: The other piece that was maybe easy was the idea
that there was a Latino District moving the line west.
| wrote down something like into 17 from 19.
| wasn't able to understand all of it, but the comment was mostly about increasing the
effectiveness of the Latino representation in 17 by moving the line west from central, |
wrote down, from District 19.
| think these are all house maps, related to house maps and there was something else
about Melvindale has a large Yemen that should be included in Arab Districts we've
drawn.
If we're talking about moving a line -- the other one that | recognize is that the Cherry
map complete the Boston Edison neighborhood.
In general we might want to do a review of all the neighborhoods and | believe people
know which neighborhoods are okay to split and which are not okay to spilit.
Recognizing we want to walk through those neighborhoods.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yeah, and | think that also gets into the broader sort of topic of
discussions about how we've divvy up Detroit and relooked at the maps to keep
neighborhoods together because they're easy to keep together that way.
Commissioner Eid and then Commissioner Kellom.

>> COMMISSIONER EID: | agree with everything that's been said.
| heard a few different things.
Some of which have been mentioned.
Bringing the neighborhoods back together.
The house map, we have specific comments that mentioned the South field area for
that.
We've also heard that was already stated on the house maps, the difference in those
precincts between District two and District ten.
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| also have some notes here from people in Troy wanting to be with Oakland County.
| have some notes about the Arab community wanting Dearborn Heights to remain
whole and to be a second District along with Dearborn.
And just generally speaking by my account it seemed like the most preferred maps were
maple, pine, and cherry.
And, you know, actually, | heard some good comments from the Spanish and Latino,
Latina community about our maps.
That community seemed to have liked what we did by enlarge.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Kellom.

>> CHAIR KELLOM: Anthony highlighted what | was going to say and Commissioner
-- if you want to take notes of what we were talking about just for clarity -- specifically
the gentlemen from the Dexter area.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: | looked at my maps because | drew a map of what he was
saying, Laughton street move from number one to number two and | drew the map.
Dexter Lynwood area.
Windemere Park.

>> CHAIR KELLOM: And keeping the Roseville community together and when we go
back and mend some of these neighborhoods and that's all | wanted to say and
Commissioner Lange | think has her hand up.
| don't know if you saw that.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yes.
And in the neighborhood discussion there was a lot about is East English Village,
Morningside? Something.

>> CHAIR KELLOM: Morningside and Cornerstone.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Cornerstone, yep.
Morningside east English Village.

>> CHAIR KELLOM: This is a little bit more specific.
Someone made a reference to District 21 and wanting horizontal Districts in the wood
ward 8-mile area and that's just a configuration suggestion.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yep.
Okay.
And the last one | would raise up is there were requests for Congressional maps to
switch Southfield and Northville.
We're getting a little out of Detroit.
Sorry.
South Lyon and Southfield.
Right now Northville is pushed up and south Lyon is pushed into Wayne County.
You're keeping the communities in their Counties and the other would be the API
community in Novi.
There was a precinct or two left out and they want pulled back in.
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Commissioner Eid and Commissioner Roth owner Commissioner Lange.

>> COMMISSIONER LANGE: It's not particularly in Detroit but | want to make sure
special consideration is given to the (inaudible) community.
| want to make sure we give consideration to them.
Thank you.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you.
Commissioner Eid and then Commissioner Rothhorn.

>> COMMISSIONER EID: | was going to say it's loud and kind of hard to hear.
Let's try to be clear so that welcome all hear each other.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Because the room is small, when people is having side
conversations, it's picking up on the microphones.

>> |'m sorry.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: All right.
Commissioner Rothhorn.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: The seat community that was an African immigrant
community that was a smaller -- it's not clear that it's a small change because when |
was able to try and draw my map, | lost it so | can't actually speak to it at this point but |
have a note about this.
Between south feed and north park there was a Jewish community.

>> CHAIR KELLOM: Orthodox Jewish.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Oak park.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: There were maps given and | have not been able to
look into it but Commissioner Lange was lifting up these smaller communities that we
may have included, somehow recognizes that we can include them and all of these
changes that | think I'm addressing | think are house map changes, | think.
Commissioner Szetela lifted up we have Congressional maps.
| would like to offer | would like to look at with Anthony Skinnell drew it and recognize
the shift and he's been really clear to us and he has an interest in -- looking at that if
we're going to look at Congressional maps and looking at how many Communities of
Interest, he has included in that.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: All right.
Anything else about the general metro Detroit area? Commissioner Clark? We've
discussed all the things that keep communities together.
COl types of things and | also heard a major theme in Detroit and that thing was that the
citizens of Detroit want to be kept together as a whole.
| think it's something we need to look at and discuss as we go forward.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Witjes.

>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: | heard that as well but the way I'm analyzing that is
saying that they want to be both together and packed together is still illegal.
The fact they say we want to be packed together is a violation of the VRA.
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>> CHAIR SZETELA: We have to comply with the voting act.

>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: Trying to adhere to what the individuals wanted in
Detroit, that's a fine line between giving people what they want and giving people what
they want that is illegal.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | wouldn't call it illegal but noncompliant.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Your mic is not on.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: 1 think we should take a look at it.
| think in fairness for the people who got up and spoke about this -- and there were a lot
that got up to talk about this -- in fairness we should look at whether or not we can make
adjustments and maybe we can't but it's worth discussion.
| would really like Brittni's and Juanita's upon that.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Kellom.

>> CHAIR KELLOM: Commissioner Clark, thank you.
| totally agree.
| think as we all know there can be information gaps between what the public
understands and what we've been working with and if we pay attention to Detroit's rich
history and the fact that it is predominantly a City of color that has many neighborhoods
and folks that have to have this kind of united voice because | heard that as well.
| think we can find a middle ground between the switches that we -- that they would like
us to make.
We're kind of honing in on these neighborhoods and | think we'll find we'll have positive
outcomes that don't necessarily put into question our map inside general and | think that
will be the happy ground.
Because Detroit is a different place, much like Flint.
We heard those folks say it's a unique city and it has to be observed as much and |
think my fellow Detroiters did an excellent job representing that.
| heard the concerns as well that we have an obligation to comply.
With it, as well, | think it's our obligation as we're making decisions in Detroit and | would
like to say the same thing in Flint, to be very verbal as we're reassessing to explain why.
As a point of education, | think we can do a better job of doing that and using some of
the things we've heard from the community so we're not silently drawing and talking the
whole time and giving shout outs and nods to the enabled we've heard and | think if we
do it bravely and together it will be absolutely fine.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Any other comments from Commissioners?

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: Maybe one because | think we're trying to also paint a
big picture here.
One of my understanding is the public is asking for partisan fairness.
We haven't mentioned it and | feel like that's one of the things we have it balance as we
adjust, making sure we're getting increasingly fairer and representational and
recognizing that it's right that we have to go in priority.
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The other piece | feel like is that | don't know that the public has asked us to get these
done right the first time.
That's part of what | want to lift up.
My intention is to get this right the first time.
That's really a major, yeah, theme in my heart that we have to somehow, yeah.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yeah, so Ann Arbor is off on the west side but in terms of
partisan fairness, all of my individual maps changed what we were doing in Ann Arbor
for the purpose of creating better partisan fairness and it drove down the efficiency gap
in the mean median by making the change inside Ann Arbor.
A lot of our maps maintain Ann Arbor as a community but if you look at the top ten in the
state and what we've done with the rest of them, Ann Arbor is in the middle and the only
city we haven't split up.
There's a lot of Public Comments to split up in one way share or form for partisan
fairness and to equally split up the community.
| think we need to look for it as well and how we're treating Ann Arbor and not preserve
this special status and we have other communities we're dividing up.
Commissioner Kellom and Commissioner Lett.

>> CHAIR KELLOM: | thought about what Commissioner Clark just said of keeping
Detroit together because of what they said and | think that's true and it celebrates the
spirit of community there and wanting to continue to build on resources and | challenge
us and this is also for Members of the public that are watching and Kim Brace that's his
hand up as well in case you can't see, we encourage representation but we also look for
ways that we can positively add growth to that community because | think that's a
deeper job that we have in the way we are designing and reimagining through
redistricting.
That is it.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you Commissioner Kellom.
| did see Kim Brace's hand up but I'm focusing on Commissioner comments right now.
Commissioner Clark and then Commissioner Lett and then Commissioner Eid.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: Thank you Madame Chair.
| want to go back to your comment about Ann Arbor and efficiency gap.
My objective here is to focus more on COls and the items we heard of what the
individuals at the hearings thought would be the best approach.
My objective is not necessarily to continue to decrease the partisan fairness and the
efficiency gap in particular.
If it even went up .1% it wouldn't bother me.
| they we're well in scope.
| think what we have to do is look out for the people and what they think is the correct
approach and apply that as most appropriately as we can as we move forward.

Q&A REPORTING, INC. CAPTIONS@ME.COM Page 17



mailto:CAPTIONS@ME.COM

DISCLAIMER: This is NOT a certified or verbatim transcript, but rather represents only the context of the class or meeting, subject
to the inherent limitations of realtime captioning. The primary focus of realtime captioning is general communication access and as
such this document is not suitable, acceptable, nor is it intended for use in any type of legal proceeding.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Ann Arbor there are hundreds of comments on the portal and
we've received Public Comments as well asking for Ann Arbor to be split up.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: That's fine but the objective shouldn't be to keep
driving down to .1 or zero and that may happen.
That's great.
In my mind is to take into consideration more of the Community of Interest and what the
people said they feel is more appropriate than what we have to and focus on that and
we have to balance it.
| realize we have to balance it.
The main objective shouldn't be to drive the efficiency gap down.
We should be being looking forward to the people until the neighborhood.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: | don't see that as being an either or choice.
| think we can achieve partisan fairness and protect community interest.
It is a Constitution at criteria.
We shouldn't ignore it.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: I'm not saying we should ignore partisan fairness.
You look at the Constitution, COls and keeping the neighborhoods together and so forth
are higher priority than the partisan fairness so | think that should be our focus as we
make the adjustments.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Lett and then Commissioner Eid and then
Commissioner Lange.

>> COMMISSIONER LETT: In listening to the comments, while they all use different
words, they're really all saying the same thing that we need to look at these and make
whatever adjustments we need to make to make them as fair as we can.
Keeping in mind one of my favorite sayings, don't let the perfect get in the way of the
good.
And | have to really disagree with Commissioner Rothhorn.
He said we need to get it right the first time.
Well, we're on about the 33rd time on some of these maps so we really need to try to
get it right the last time and that's what we're working on and everybody I'm hearing
talked to is trying to do that.
And we've had some philosophical comments about what should be and what shouldn't
be but I think we need to move forward with debriefing the rest of the five meetings.
We've kind of done Detroit and move on.
And then get down to looking at the maps because that's really what we need to be
doing.
Thank you.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Okay.
Commissioner Eid?
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>> COMMISSIONER EID: I mean I think we can do both, respect Communities of
Interest and achieve partisan fairness.
In regards to Ann Arbor, Commissioner Szetela, you were speaking about in the Senate
configuration for all the maps; is that correct?

>> CHAIR SZETELA: | believe so and | believe in the house too.
| would have to look at individual maps.

>> COMMISSIONER EID: | agreement | think also if we did do that, we heard voices
at the Detroit public hearing from the west Bloomfield area that they weren't really happy
with being with northern Oakland County and they would rather be with southern
Oakland County and that's one of the ways of doing that by changing the configuration
of Ann Arbor and you would open more room for that type of configuration.
| really like this debriefing session and | think this is good and | agree with
Commissioner Lett that this should keep going.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Lange.

>> COMMISSIONER LANGE: | agree about the keep going but | want to make a
point to Doug's point.
In the Constitution it says nothing about the efficiency gap.
We had Dr. Handley give us guidelines that stated if we stayed within a certain range
these would be acceptable measures as it says in the Constitution.
So this idea of getting this efficiency gap down to zero, while tearing apart certain areas
that have asked to be remained, Communities of Interest, as I've seen, as I've spoken
out about, is about acceptable in my opinion and | just wanted to add that on to what
Commissioner Clark was saying.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Witjes.

>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: | totally disagree with that statement.
We have to take partisan fairness into account.
It doubt specifically say efficiency gap but it does say we take into furs of fairness --

>> CHAIR SZETELA: So they definitely fall within the criteria of things we have to
consider.

>> COMMISSIONER LANGE: Can | get legal counsel to comment on that so that |
have a clear understanding, then?

>> CHAIR SZETELA: General Counsel did you follow what was just said?

>> MS. JULIANNE PASTULA: Thank you so much Madame Chair.
Good morning.
Yes, Commissioner Lange that was an accurate statement that those have been
accepted by the courts.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Lange did you have a follow-up?

>> COMMISSIONER LANGE: That's not my question.
My question is as far as the reading of the Constitution, do we have to get the efficiency
gap as close to zero to the Constitution.
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>> CHAIR SZETELA: Just to clarify, that's not what | said and | didn't suggest that.

>> MS. JULIANNE PASTULA: Certainly and that's an excellent question
Commissioner Lange and I'm sorry | didn't answer that first but | did agree with the
summary of the Chairperson.
Based on accepted measures of partisan fairness the Commission cannot provide a
disproportionate advantage.
There is no language mandating zero political bias.
It is again not to give disproportionate advantage based on those accepted measures of
partisan fairness which are expert identified the measures that have been accepted by
the courts and offered to the Commission for its use.
And, again, it's disproportionate advantage are the keywords.
Is that helpful, Commissioner Lange?

>> COMMISSIONER LANGE: Yes, itis.
Thank you.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Clark, did you have a response to that?

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | do.
The Constitution doesn't use the words efficiency gap but we hired a consultant and
asked for her advice and Dr. Handley offered us a number of ways to measure partisan
fairness and one of those being the efficiency gap and she explained to us the
significance and how it's been used in the courts and how they've looked at it.
| think in my opinion what Dr. Handley has given us is an acceptable number for us to
actually measure partisan fairness and | know there's other approaches but she got it
down to four of the simplest and ones that have been used in the courts and | think we
should accept that and move forward even though verbiage doesn't say specifically
efficiency gap or any other criteria she identified for us.
| have the utmost respect for Dr. Handley and her advice to us regarding this matter.
Thank you.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Thank you Commissioner Clark.
Commissioner Orton.

>> COMMISSIONER ORTON: I'm not sure the thought is still here.
So okay.
After all that was said, Dr. Handley did analyze our collaborative maps and she was
impressed that was done without any partisan fairness work at all.
That was what we came up with using the top three criteria and she said there was
probably room for a little improvement and we've gotten guidance on that.
We have made improvement.
And | think as we -- | don't know how to say it -- but started chasing that zero efficiency
gap, it all kind of got a little imbalanced and we were just chasing that to get that lower
when that was kind of Commissioner Lett’s saying -- we were chasing the perfect and
messing up the good.
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| think we need to take all of those measures.
There's the seat vote count and | would say that's the most important, that number.
We take all of those measures into account and not keep chasing the zero and cutting
up all the good work that we did in the communities.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: All right.
Any additional comments? Okay.
So-so we've sort of dealt with the metro Detroit area.
Do we want to move on to Lansing area? Any thoughts about Lansing? Commissioner
Eid?

>> COMMISSIONER EID: | heard a few things in Lansing.
Overall they seemed quite happy with our Congressional maps and that included the Tri
County maps.
By my account was Birch and Juniper and those both have the arrangement of District
five.
So this was probably the most positive feedback I've heard of all of our Public Hearings.
As far as the house Districts, | heard a lot of people saying we should unpack the
Lansing area.
There was a lot of mention of unpacking Lansing into five Districts instead of the current
four that we have.
With you also heard a lot of comment outpost map as in regard total Battle Creek and
Albion.
There was a few comments to that and there were a few that wanted Kalamazoo to be
with Battle Creek.
That's what | heard.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Clark.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | heard one other thing and that's dealt Township in
the Eaton area that | believe they wanted or expected those to be together.
So | think that's one we should add to the list.
Thank you.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Rothhorn and then Commissioner Orton.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: This is where the Native American -- band of
Potawatomi were giving us maps and asking us to shift and | have not had a chance to
look at those but | have had a chance to look at the five maps and that those were
drawn by Chris Andrews and he had given Public Comment here a couple of times.
| drew it, | tried to draw it and my computer crashed and my software doesn't preserve it
and it's unfortunate.
It does preserve a lot of the Counties.
We have Communities of Interest. Whatever we're doing, there are Counties that are
getting quote unquote carved up and it's just real sort of dilemma to make it better and |
think we have to decide if it's worth it, so to speak, and then, again, that has to do with
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either partisan fairness or VRA but there are Communities of Interest and there are
tough choices that we're going to be making so that fifth, splitting up into five and I'll
offer that also extends into the Grand Rapids area.
If we do shift it in the Lansing it does allow us to move things in Grand Rapids.
Ada and Cascade and there are reasons to do it and it's married and will take a lot of
time in the house.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: | redrew that map for that area so | have it.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: Oh, good.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: | personally think it split up Counties, Counties are low down on
our list.
| think it's a different configuration and if it improves the other metrics without cutting up
Communities of Interest and | don't think there were that were cut up in that map | think
we should make the change.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: People of color there was more than one the Hispanic
population and people of color, lower percent, like in the teens was the one | wasn't able
to evaluation.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: The Cristo Rey neighborhood? Yes.
Commissioner Clark.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: This is a question for MC and Steve as well since
they're familiar with Lansing.
Do you feel the Native Americans were factored in initially? Reporting that's what |
mean.
In their comments they say we receive services and we have to live within that area.
That's the part | haven't had the chance to reference and there were multiple maps and
| haven't had a chance to look at that.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: You're still going to look at it? I'll dive into it as well.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Lett.

>> COMMISSIONER LETT: | heard those same comments and I've lived in Lansing
longer than MC has and while there are certainly a number of indigenous -- as they
prefer to be called -- people in Lansing, my recollection in all of my years was that they
weren't -- | don't mean this as downplaying -- but they weren't a cohesive voice.
They're becoming a more cohesive voice.
So Lansing doesn't have what mount pleasant has and | heard that in one of my Zooms
with Ann Arbor, they had a call in from an indigenous person and her comment | thought
was very telling.
She said there are a lot of indigenous people in the state but we're spread out all over
the place.
And that's what we're dealing with.
The one interesting point and it hasn't come to pass and MC probably knows about it.
They're trying to get a casino in Lansing.
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They were prying and | don't know if they're still doing it but they were going to transfer
some river front property to a tribe to build a casino.
My supposition is that some corporation that's sponsored by the indigenous people are
trying to make that happen.
Not necessarily the local indigenous people.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: | think that's accurate.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: 1 think the problem is you have a community that's vastly
distributed, at large in part because of forced assimilation and historic inequities but that
makes it hard to draw a map to accommodate them because they're spread out all over
the place. We tried hard where we knew there are Indian reservations to keep the
communities together.
| know that group did submit multiple maps.
Promote the vote map as well as other maps but those maps were whole state maps
but it makes it hard to identify what areas we need to target and they weren't focused
down and | know Members had spoken to the groups asking for them to submit
Communities of Interest so it's easier for us to make changes and hopefully they do so.
Commissioner Clark?

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | agree with Steve stair scattered all over in smaller
groups and it's hard to look out for their interest when that happens.
One of the other things that | got out of the Lansing hearing and | heard it at other
hearings as well -- it deals with student voices being represented.
They felt many colleges were split in different Districts.
Oakland University, Rochester Hills, Auburn Hills.
Those are two different Districts and they want them consolidated into one.
| thought | would bring that up.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Lett.

>> COMMISSIONER LETT: While certainly the college students and the ones we
heard from voiced that opinion, | didn't hear any of the citizens from east Lansing, full
year round residents, backing that up.
My recollection? Hear in this area in east Lansing, when they changed the rules back in
the day that college students could register to vote in east Lansing, east Lansing weren't
very excited about that because there were 40,000 people here who were going to
control the vote.
While we have a legitimate right to be heard there is a counter veiling process from the
full-time tax paying residents.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: | think also particularly with college communities students don't
necessarily live on campus and they're spread throughout the community and it's an
issue of dispersion and how do you group those people together and frankly another
factor to consider is the transient effect of college students.
People rent there for ten years.
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They're there for four years and move on.
Maybe eight if they go to graduate school.
It depends.
Go ahead Commissioner Eid.

>> COMMISSIONER EID: So I've been a college student for 11 years now.
Just saying.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: That's not something to be proud of Anthony.

>> We're also hoping for you.

>> COMMISSIONER EID: | have 3-degrees and I'm working on a fourth.
I'll take it.
The reason | say that is because while yes most college students and undergrad are at
schools for four years, they're also important because the impact especially on a state
legislature side that college policies on students last way beyond ten years and you're
talking about how much funding colleges get which impacts how much loans a student
has to take and the interest rate on those student loans and | think we're well aware of
the student debt crisis going on the in the country right now.
Not saying that | agree that the whys of putting east Lansing and Lansing back together
is a good idea because | don't agree with that.
| believe the college community is better served with them being split but we shouldn't
just forget about the college people's voices because the effects that these policies has
on them does last between years.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Lett.

>> COMMISSIONER LETT: Don't take my comments that way.
They weren't meant to that way.
The college students provide a significant voting block for whatever District they're in.
| personally know of individuals who have been elected by going through all of the
dorms on east Lansing campus and working the crowds to get votes and got elected
based upon the students' votes for them.
They are definitely a political force and we need to take that into account.
I'm not saying to dismiss it.
But | am saying there's a counter veiling weight out there also that we need to consider.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Clark.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | would like some clarification Steve on the comment
you made that east Lansing students were required to register and vote in east Lansing.
Is that a administrate requirement or just an east Lansing requirement?

>> COMMISSIONER LETT: Way back in the day students were required -- and I'm
going from memory -- to register from their home, where they lived.
That changed.
They could register from their they were in east Lansing or Ann Arbor and vote there
and that dynamic changed what went on what went on in college towns.
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>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: Were they required to do that?

>> COMMISSIONER LETT: They had the option.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Say you were living out of state and say you were from
Connecticut and living in Michigan you could not register to vote in Michigan because
you were considered not to be a permanent resident because you were there nine
months a year and they changed that so that students could register if they were in
college to allow them to vote in Michigan and there was a change in law.
Some people nine months, some 11 years.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Some never leave.

>> And still going.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Any other comments about the broader Lansing area.
Do you want to go to Grand Rapids or up to Flint Grand Rapids.
Let's go to Grand Rapids.

Senate maps move the line from Fulton to Wealthy.
| think we need to look at that time.
Move Senate map.
Commissioner Orton.

>> COMMISSIONER ORTON: There was also one that | know that MC might have
more detail on and | know he worked on it Ada and Cascade Townships and the airport
area.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Okay.
What do we think about the Kalamazoo/Grand Rapids configuration? | see your hand
right up.
| feel like the people from Ottawa County loved it and felt like it was the best fit every
and the people of Grand Rapids and Kalamazoo were not fans of it.
Go ahead Dustin.

>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: I've heard both.
Both say they don't like it and they do like it.
The portal itself as far as | can -- and taking this on face value of where people click and
they try to make a comment but it's basically an equal number in regards to saying they
like it or don't like it for the individuals that live in that particular District from Kalamazoo
up to Grand Rapids.
My personal opinion if you have 50 saying yes and 50 saying no that's perfect.
Because that creates a competitive District among the people itself.
| like it.
Not just because | drew it.
| took everyone's comment has no account and there's the fact that there's an equal yes
or no to me, | mean, it makes sense.
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Secondly, the individuals that say that they're not a Community of Interest with a certain
area makes no sense to me.
You can't say, a Community of Interest, again, is not where you don't want to be.
We're taking the community, keeping them whole in this particular area and this
particular area.
So taking into account and you don't get to say where you don't want to be, | don't think,
in my opinion.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Um, Commissioner Clark.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | agree with your analysis, Rebecca.
But | want to point out that as | recollection Anthony had done a map where he kept
Ottawa County and Kent County for most part, as | remember.
But he linked Kent County with Muskegon with that map and there's a different
configuration you can use to get Ottawa County whole and | think we should take a
good look at doing that and | think Battle Creek and Kalamazoo deserve the right | think
to be together more than Grand Rapids and Kalamazoo.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: That's what | was going to say.
If you put -- Commissioner Orton and then we'll common carrier balk to you
Commissioner Witjes.
Commissioner Lange?

>> COMMISSIONER LANGE: [ heard you but | thought you were calling on
Commissioner Orton? So it's my turn?

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yes.

>> COMMISSIONER LANGE: Okay I'm just going to agree with the statement that
was made about | think | heard more Public Comment both in writing and in person
about the Kalamazoo and Battle Creek being combined than the Grand Rapids.
| heard a lot of Public Comment about Grand Rapids wanting to stay whole and some
with it being split and not going all the way down to Kalamazoo.
If I had a choice, | would keep the ones that combined the Kalamazoo and Battle Creek.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Eid?

>> COMMISSIONER EID: So | have a few notes on the Grand Rapids public hearing.
In regards to the Congressional configuration that Commissioner Clark was just
speaking of, it splits Ottawa County once instead of twice which is the configuration on
most of the other maps.
I'm a little torn between the apple configuration that has Grand Rapids with Kalamazoo
and some of the other configurations.
Everything Commissioner Witjes said was true.
It felt like we had a lot of people from Ottawa County liking that map solely because it
kept the County whole.
That's not what everyone said.
Some people had legitimate comment.
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One person said there business runs down that south north highway and | felt that was
legitimate too.
More people simply because of Ottawa Township.
They're both Communities of Interest.
They're saying they are and it's going to come down to which one we choose to go with.
As far as other things that | heard, it seemed like most people liked the pine house map
and the Cherry Senate map.
As you guys already said, we had a lot of comment switching from Fulton street to
Wealthy street on the Senate map.
At this meeting we also actually had a lot of support for the lake shore District, District
87.
That's on the house map.
And there was some words about maybe reconfiguring it slightly to take off the south
part and go a little more south into Saginaw and that might be something we want to
look into.
As was already stated we heard a lot about Kalamazoo and Battle Creek to Believe
being together.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: So | just want to comment that in my humble opinion, | don't
think any particular city, County, or Township is a Community of Interest.
| think the Constitutional language is very clear that city, Township, and Counties are
number 60 our list.
The fact they're specifically delineated, | agree with a lot of the commenters.
Particularly, Judy Maga made that comment it wouldn't be listed as number six if it was
intended to be a Community of Interest.
The fact that Ottawa comes out and said they are a Community of Interest it's going
back to the April standards and we are not to be following the April standards.
With respect to Grand Rapids and Kalamazoo | think we have a better configuration of
linking them together and make more sense and are more logical and don't foreclose
the Battle Creek, Kalamazoo connection which | like.
| like your map --

>> COMMISSIONER EID: To respond that that the Community of Interest | was
talking about was the Grand Rapids, Kalamazoo Community of Interest.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Orton.

>> COMMISSIONER ORTON: A couple of things.
| think Dustin is right on when he said a Community of Interest is not who you don't want
to be with.
That's true and we have heard a do want to be with or | don't want to be with for lots of
different areas.
| think just even though we're saying Townships, Counties, and cities aren't
Communities of Interest, it's logical and common sense that an area near each other is
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going to be more of a Community of Interest than something far away that we have to
reach for so we should keep that in mind, | think.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Isn't there 50 miles between Grand Rapids and Kalamazoo? |
think people mentioned that.

>> COMMISSIONER ORTON: Yeah.
So | also think -- what was my other thought.
Give me a second.
We have three different types of maps with three different population needs.
So we can give people what they want, you know, what we're hearing on one map,
something different we're hearing on a different map, different configuration for different
areas if we know that there are varying needs.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Rothhorn? I'm sorry Commissioner Witjes, |
was supposed to be coming back to you.

>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: Someone refresh my memory | don't have my note
inside front of me.
Didn't the grand rapid dollars and Kalamazoo create a need --

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: | was going to speak to that.

>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: All.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: Communities of color there was one woman in
particular of color who did not like the Grand Rapids, Kalamazoo connection and there
was a woman of color specifically said she likes the idea of being represented or having
the opportunity of being represented in Washington DC and having the stronger
opportunity to elect.
| think that's why we should look at the Battle Creek and Kalamazoo.
If we like at the minority representation, if there was an opportunity to elect -- it was
lifted up and I think we should just verify or try to understand it because that seems
reasonable.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: On that point, so when we combine Grand Rapids with
Kalamazoo and Benton Harbor.
You might be lifting up one but drowning out another.
Kalamazoo with Battle Creek, we in Congressional brings in Ann Arbor and gives that a
political voice.
Benton harbor is left with rural areas that are not demographically similar.

>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: There was a Van Buren and Cass and a Native
American nation.
Van Buren, Allegan and agricultural and definitely a Native American voice that wanted
to recognize there's some connection there and it was map P-6 0754.
Smaller things to look at and our House map.
Byron Center split.
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There was suggested to add Greenville, something like Byron center was one that was
split that we might be able to do a small change.
And then that's yeah Southwest corner.
Allegan and Berrien.
Reduce the number of cuts in Allegan County.
They were spit up in way that's we used or had to split up other Counties -- I'm thinking
of Livonia in particular -- recognize we've tried to reduce the number of cuts and that's
the only thing | wanted to lift up.
That's it.
>> CHAIR SZETELA: 1 think if we move the line to wealthy street and Grand Rapids,
we can bring in Grandville below Grand Rapids.
>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: Thank you for that.
In our house District we did redraw the southern District.
We drew it as a coalition District and | haven't had the chance to look to see if they were
suggesting keeping that coalition District and where Pine splits the Hispanic community.
| haven't looked at that but attacking the pine map adds the Hispanic community or
something like that.
Okay.
>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yep.
All right.
Any other comments? So | do have one more comment about Ottawa County -- we're
the fastest growing County and for me that leans in favor of not keeping them together
because if they're the fastest growing County why would we want to keep them
together.
It didn't make sense to me logically.
So all right.
Anything else about a general Grand Rapids area? So we've done Detroit area,
Lansing.
Grand Rapids.
Let's move to Flint.
What were we hearing?
>> VICE CHAIR ROTHHORN: Gaylord.
>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yes.
Go ahead, Dustin.
>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: I'm going to think about how I'm going to word this.
>> CHAIR SZETELA: For Gaylord, right?
>> COMMISSIONER WITJES: Yes, but it's going to go back to Midland.
Midland city | believe does not need to be with Midland County as a whole.
It needs to be westbound tri cities and this goes hand in hand with what happened in
Flint.
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The argument that midland city and midland County should stay together, it seems to
me that everyone that is saying that is for political gain and the reason for that is Bill
Schuette showing up with his Staffer in my opinion.
The fact that they're all saying that is a state that that is a pure political gain for him and
Staffers and all political in the area that were saying that so we need to take that into
account.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Commissioner Clark and Commissioner Orton, | completely
disagree.
Midland Township and midland County should stay together with the County to the
north and | looked at Bill Schuette coming as a citizen and not a politician and
representing the watershed particularly and I think it's a valid concern.
| think it's a serious problem that the County and the town have and I think there's some
-- another serious problem with fertilizer runoff in that area as well.
So that's why | would say it should be brought -- but, however, in support of what you
said, | heard a lot of people saying that midland should be with the tri cities.
But what | recall was most of those people were from Saginaw and bay city area and
not middle city Township and middle city area and that's my opinion.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Where does the fertilizer run into?

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: | believe the river.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Saginaw -- we're hearing comments about the watershed
needs to be kept together and if you're saying that it should be the tri cities.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: The root cause is up north.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Sixty percent of the comments wanted midland city with the tri
cities.
If Midland Township wants to be with Midland City, they should be with the tri cities
together.
That's honoring and respecting the watershed which flows to Saginaw.
That's my person opinion.

>> COMMISSIONER CLARK: You can accomplish that on a Congressional basis but
because of population | don't think you can do it necessarily in a Senator House District
but | think the watershed goes to the west and north and I think it's appropriate to take
that into consideration as well.
I'm not an expert on the area.
| can only analyze what's been said and make an opinion on that and that's my opinion.

>> CHAIR SZETELA: Yeah.
| also think the current Congressional map and current Senate maps puts which had
manned city and Township with Michigan and people expressed they don't want the
status quo to continue and by doing that we're furthering the status quo.
| thought it was very inte